
































































A. State/County 

1) Concern: acres of tax-
forfeited, land is managedfor 
resource state. Like state 
land, dispersed. 
Several in exchanging land 
with the their land holdings. 
(Such transfers since the state 
holds Cass County has 
shown with the state. 

In 1985, exchanges of 
tax-forfeited administered by 
theDNR exchange between 
the pursued in the Cass 
County Pilot 

2) Study recommended 
theDNR in 

tax-for etted land (Class B 

3) Implementation: 
allowing county . (Laws of 
Minnesota, 3) 
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B. Land &S1.s:a..•q.,.1uu1l!l.4&Jiiii."' U•Pllft'PJ.iu. . .111."'""" 

1) Concern: In the 1 program has 
focused mostly on ll'"oc•innnn·111n.n Fll"LPA'llJY'DH'"fl1rllF"l.rJJ proposals 

2) 

3) 

developed DNR ¥1\Tlnl•'Cllr" and especially 
exchanges rnro.on'f" years, about 
half of the A"\d"llll'll'll'ln'#".,.,.,,.,,,, exchanges 
have been 'lin'li'f"'lirl.,.,,,:!lrl exchanges are 
usually small in administer. 
WhUe these .rlrll""lll"'"" -ri. ... ,, .... ".?'j'""" ..,,,1.4,.... .. """' service, they usually 
have fewer resource or 1l"lf'llA'"fi!'il'll ..... d"ll,,.,,,,.'ll'll,,.,,?'ll'l!" than exchanges 
initiated by resource mrirnrt1/F"IL:!l~"'C" 

Resource mrirniN.iND11''11"'11D1''1l'if" "''""""''' .... ,, .. 

uniting 
recreation 
ejf ectively a more 
being more proactive, 
public interest. 

exchange 
setting priorities that 
benefit resource 

more efficient 
management use of public land. As a public service, the 
DNR should continue to administer exchanges proposed by 
private individuals. 

The Land M"'V'dU>"ilrl1141•"11£> ........ --._..., "iil"rl>trill"'ll1n"I01Ml"llL:!l1141.rilL>rl 

develop a 
implementation 

exchange policy ts: 

"It ts the Department policy to use land exchange, when 
appropriate, as a tool to improve the pattern of public 
land ownership for management of natural 
resources. A variety of land tenure patterns are needed 
to manage the state's diverse resources. Consolidated 
and dispersed respectively benefit the 
management resources. Therefore, the 
Department's the benefit of both 
d holdings. Land exchange 
w resource management 
objectives unit plans, or, lacking 
those, on a 
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The DNR developed 
incorporated them into 
priorities are as follows: 

PRIORITY 

priorities and also 
# 1 The land exchange 

IYfl"lld"f/1''11,,..'.U:"'.,. priority, etc.) 

A sta.1te ~~l.Pdll&'llJ/IV& ·-'111•1:!1'11" lands located 
wi1thin t:he .1:101un~1arv "'at~ers Canoe Area 

A 

A 

B 

B 

c 

federally ... owned 

g"'a•.11.v111J1.11. +•••af" .1.UJLu.s located in 
m1ma~eme~nt &om 

"'•II'-• ....... for DNR-
.1.uLu.s capable of 

Trust 

approved 
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1) Concern: The state land exchange effectively 
administers small-scale land exchanges. However, large­
scale land exchanges have posed review requirements not 
easily addressed by existing process. There were two 
concerns. 

a) Large-scale exchanges are complex and require review 
and interdisciplinary coordination at an earlier stage 
than occurs with small-scale land exchanges. 

b) The second concern is somewhat the reverse of the 
first. Exchanges efforts as unit 
planning already extensive 
interdisciplinary review coordination. For some of 
these exchanges, exchange review 
process could be streamlined. 

2) The Study recommended 
that DNR Policy #16 revised to accomplish two changes: 

a) All land managing disciplines should be given an 
opportunity to participate an early stage in large­
scale land exchange processes. That participation 
should occur at the point where parcels are identified 
for exchange consideration. 

b) Review processes should be revised to allow 
appropriate reduction review requirements for 
exchange proposals derived from PERT*-approved, 
interdisciplinary (e.g Forest Unit 
Plans). 

3) DNR Policy # 16 was revised to 
accommodate the above recommendations. 

PERT is the DNR Planning and Environmental Review Team. It 
consists of regional administrators directors and administrators 
of DNR dtvisiDns and bureaus. Their role is to review signiflcant 
DNR actions and advise the DNR Commissioner. 
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D. Timber Appraisals: 

1) Concern: Timber 
consuming and 
in certain situations. 
timberand 
~tate-owned 
S . 4 states: 

"When an any land is made, 
the state an estimate and 

'• valuation make a separate 
appraisal 

The intent is to by insuring that 
timber values are fully state land transactions. 

The measure of 
land and timber 
situations. The 
in-de,h assessment 
cone ion is 
resource 
that separate 
resource managers 
concern with the 
complexity and 
Also, se~rate 
where t timber 
identical or where 

The Land Exchange uncovered no evidence that 
separate appraisals improved result. The 
U.S. Forest Service separate appraisals for 
timber. In a survey states with large land 
management 
in all exchanges; 

required timber appraisals 
required them under certain 

conditions. 

2) Recommendation: Study recommended 
that the DNR should appraisal requirements 
for land exchange conditions where ::cruraisals 
can be discretionary compromising the p tc interest. 
The DNR should legislation tmplementjindtngs of 
that evaluation. 

3) Implementation: that evaluation tn the 
1987 I 89 biennium legislation to modify timber 
appraisal requirements. legislation did not pass. 
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E. Abstract 

1) Concem: .-lrKll.-,,,_,, 

2) 

3) 

barriers to 
Minnesota Statutes ,,...,. ... 11-r• 

In practice, the 
abstract af title 
marketable 

always requires an 
ongoodand 

Preparation always a significant costfactor 
for the state's -lf"ll!i"'f'"r!IL»·ll"ll::'> Actually, afar higher cost 
may be .nHL>A"ll'll'"ii"r~rll irllA'>'f"D.n'li"e<> on titles found to be 
dejecttve. NeitJelitne'LeSs. requirements have been a 
con.cemfor two reasons: 

a) 

b) 

the state does 
conveys to 
possesses an g;.il,llJ\O;/J'l.lll. l!;.11.""!I.• 

inequity, .................. .... 
not reciprocate. 

even 
from •v.:n..-•.• ,.,._,.,, .. "':11 

title abstracts on land it 
unless it already 

creates an impression of 
requires abstracts but does 

Recommendation: The Exchange Study recommended 
that the DNR should '11;;.l!,.flb~~ .... practices on abstract 
requirements consider two alternatives: 

On request llO.'IWAP'ilh .. 'll'll"lltrra '11"'\•f".ll'li"'t-,..,.'°',... the state should 
consider nr,,.'11ri•rilf'll"lill'f d"lll~.:"4'11· .... .,...,,,fl" of for land it 

a) 

conveys an DNR already is doing 
this on a H ........... .,,.r11 _,llA. .............. 

The feasibility of .11.'-'LJL\;61.11.U.!l..IL appropriations to pay for 
county abstracts state/county exchanges should be 
studied. 

b) 

Implementation: Estate Services 
reviewed the DNR's "'"tl'•.,..,,.,...,..11- - .. ~,,,,,.... during the 1985\87 
biennium When DNR now provides abstracts 
of title on land it counties. 
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F. Automated 

1) Concern: 

a) 

b) 

role in evaluating 
..,...,,..., .. ,..,,.,,.,,... however, data 

...... ..,,'ll."""ini·HJF!ll As a result of 
program, the 

exchanges. 
through unit 

Planning. Proposed 
of resource 

general resource 
understood, 

resource management 
'lni'll"'/f'\'lnin,c<aO'il for exchange, 

c) a more~ ..... , ......... , ............ am;es~sn1ertt a broad range of 

d) 

e) 

resource 

a 
management concerns 
wildlife ... ,. ... ..,. . ..,....., ... B 

as~:;essmL2 complex resource 
'fl'"'ll '11'1t'11 W-,.C.l>W" economic model, 

central office 
""'llb ........... g,,u, ... '""'.., proposals. 

Data base """"""·•'ll-,,., ... ....,.,,.,. 
automated files 
management efforts. 

more effective use of 
L:li'V'A'"Oll"ll.<"l!Mld"llL> or other resource 

a) 

b) 

c) 

data concerns: 

contains information 
the land use 
effective use in 

data are accurate at data resolution: 
the forty acre 
township). 
needed for 

or larger (section or 
........................... ,..... (2. 5 to l 0 acre level) are 

data gaps: ""'..., .. ...,,.. ...... , .... 
but not for ..,. .... ,,...""' .... ti:" 
information 
Phase II itn'll"'o~'fr 

state land 
information 
much of 
data are Jl.11.J!,..,Jl,L/il,Jl,JLJiBi. 

potential 
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characteristics. 

are available for some areas 
~U.11..11.~.JIJI.~. digitized soils survey 

certain counties and 
............................. is available only for 

Essential resource 
automated files for 

Certain other types of 
areas state (i.e. mineral 



2) 

TheDNR 
of geographic information as one 
integrating resource 

3) taken partly in 
response to study but largely in 
response to long-term information needs. 
The DNR Division of Forestry Office of Planning, 
in cooperation with the Land Management Irifonnation Center, 
are exploring development next generation of 
Geographic Information (GIS) that will improve the 
state's abUtty to use data in land exchange and 
other resource efforts. DNR and I.MIC have 
created a resources GIS consortium and are 
issuing a interest in a state 
GIS system 

The _ .............. University, 
and the D~inn~~nonapUot 

project to explore use ..;Jl'!.Na.1!1;,,..11.11.11.d&.1!1;,,.. imagery to update significant 
aspects of the state's use/land cover data base. 

The DNR Oiftce u,,.,,,...,.,...,.,,,...,.,,... will continue to assist as 
requested in - ................ ,,.,.,...,.,,.. data services for large-scale 
land .,,"...,'ll"lll'll1nnA"'.ll _,,,,,,,,-,,.ie~n 

36 



G. Land Exchange nc~.f!liun StafllllU! 

1) 

2) 
that the 
of recent 
additions are 
opportunities. 
concludes 
to administer 
funding source 
posttiDns. 

3) Implementation: 
when 
considered 

Minnesota are 
address those 

as~rtartea to land 

interested in 
uuo.,,•-nrll'mv·nw~1r-orL>rll' land to 

mlf11rlll/"W,l/f"llD'ff'r!ID1f'"llf- .n.11"111IA"ll.n1ii'°'iil'"'•A"ll~ should consider 
l'.ll~,,,·'"'''"'"11,..,,,., interests. 



H. School rnr-....... .IA!lla.s: 

1) Concern: Some DNR-administered Trust lands are 

2) 

3) 

located in ma~ement units where is not generated 
(e.g some Wtldlge Management Units). This deprives the 
School Trust Fund of income. The DNR has responsibility for 
managing School Trust in a way that benefits the 
School Trust Fund. To effectively meet that responsibility, the 
DNR must be such lands for income 
generation. However, lacked spectftc legislative 
authorization to exchange Trust lands for other state 
lands so that income the Trust would be 
possible. 

that legislation be ~11.;•'lb;.llJU'l~V/I. 
School Trust landfor 

Exchange S~recommended 
the DNR to w exchange of 

Implementation: LeJJ_islatiDn was introduced and passed 
allowing exchange of School Trust land with other state land. 
(Laws of Minnesota, Chapter 628, Sec. 15, Subd. 5) · 

~· ' '. 
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